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Abstract

We derive an effective membrane theory in the thin film limit within a
two phase material model for a specimen consisting of an elastic matrix and
soft inclusions or voids. These inclusions may lead to the formation of cracks
within the elastic matrix and the corresponding limiting models are described
by Griffith type fracture energy functionals. We also provide simplified proofs
of relaxation results for bulk materials.
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convergence.
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1 Introduction

Two phase energy functionals of the form

no*D

E(y,D) = /Q\D W (Vy(z)) dz + /Q ¥(v(D)) dH™ !

naturally arise in the study of an elastic material with an unknown void or a soft
inclusion. In this paper we assume that W is a function on R™*™ satisfying a
standard two-sided LP growth condition, the function ¢ is a norm on R™, 2 C R"
is an open (Lipschitz) domain, y € WHP(Q,R™) with p > 1, D is a set of finite
perimeter contained in €2. Recall that 0*D is the measure-theoretic boundary of D
and v(D) is the (exterior) measure-theoretic unit-normal of D. We refer to Section
for a detailed account on the notation used in this paper.

In general, the occurrence of a degenerate phase can model a variety of quite
different systems of relevance. Examples include the formation of voids in a device
due to mechanical or chemical degredation (or even enhancement as in Swiss cheese
caused by propionic acid bacteria), soft phases of a material such as a liquid region
at the onset of a solid/liquid phase transition or a superelastic martensite phase
within a shape memory alloy, cp. [HM93], as well as material mixtures in which an
elastic material is invaded by a (chemical or biological) substance that causes the
development of extremely soft regions. Examples of the latter are the immersion
of water in gypsum rock [ATS04, [ZXT.T19| and the resulting softening which may
have severe impact on the stability of mining goafs [ZXLT 19l WLLT19] and cere-
bral softening INK19] in the light of recent elastic models of brain tissue
[MBHT17|. At variance with other common models involving composite materi-
als such as [FGP09, [BS13| BLZ16, [CDMSZ19], in such situations the position and
geometry of the soft inclusions are not pre-assigned.

Looking more specifically at examples of thin membranes in two phase models,
which is one of the central topics of this paper, we mention that polymer electrolyte
membranes (PEM) have received considerable interest recently as they constitute
a basic component in PEM fuel cells. Such devices, which generate electricity from
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hydrogen and oxygen, promise to provide an environmentally friendly alternative
to fossil fuels. Their improvement both in performance and longevity is thus a
most desirable goal. As both chemical and mechanical degredation mechanisms
may lead to the formation of voids (and eventually cracks) within the polymer
membrane, effective models for membranes with soft inclusions are of fundamental
importance in order to gain a better understanding of operational failure of such fuel
cells. We refer to for a recent experimental investigation into membrane
degredation in PEM fuel cells and the references cited therein for a broader review
of the literature on membrane failure in such systems.

We finally remark that in our theory both variable and fixed volume fractions of
the two phases can be considered. This allows to describe the possibility of phase
transformations as well as mixtures of different materials like alloys.

As usual in the study of energy functionals, a first basic question asks to deter-
mine the relaxation of £ and this question has been first addressed in [BCS07] for
quasiconvex functions W. The relaxed functional is computed on (a subset of) the
space of generalized special functions of bounded variations GSBV (€;R™) and it
is of the form

&y, D) = W (Vy) de+2 /
Q\D S,NDO

D) [ (D) e,
QNo*D
where y has jump discontinuities along the codimension one set S, with unit-normal
v(y), D° is the measure-theoretic exterior of D (see Section ) and W9 denotes the
quasiconvex envelope of W. We also mention that in a strongly related
relaxation result in two dimensions is obtained. A main motivation for such results
has derived from investigations on epitaxially strained films [BC02, [CS07]. We refer
to [CF20] for latest results and a detailed account of the literature in that direction.

In the first part of this paper we give a new approach to compute this relaxed
functional for every Borel function W satisfying a standard two-sided LP growth
condition, see ([2)). We refer to Theorem [B.1]for the precise statement. Our approach
provides a considerably simpler and more direct proof of the lim inf inequality and a
detailed proof of the lim sup inequality, expanding an argument which is only briefly
sketched in [BCSO7]. More specifically, our main contributions to the relaxation
result are the following ones.

A) In [BCSOT] the proof of the lim inf inequality is based on a slicing argument.
Because of the technicalities involved, this slicing argument is given in details only
in the scalar case (m = 1) and for a special choice of W and 1 (while the authors
briefly indicate the necessary modifications in [BCS07, Remarks 6,7,8| to handle the
general case). On the other hand, our approach to establish the lim inf inequality
is completely different, considerably simpler and it allows to directly deal with the
general case without additional efforts. Instead of a slicing argument, our key idea
is based on the choice of a suitable comparison functional of “Griffith type”, which
allows to obtain the sharp lower bound from well known lower-semicontinuity results
for BV elliptic functions (Theorem 23]).

B) We provide a detailed construction of the lim sup inequality in the general
case: we first employ some recent results on the anisotropic Minkowski content (see
[LVI6] and Lemma B7) to explicitly find the recovery sequence for regular pairs
(y,D) and then we pass to more general pairs with the help of suitable density
results. This is a very natural argument, which has been also briefly sketched in
[BCS07, Remark 13|. On the other hand, a careful analysis of the details reveals
some geometric-measure theoretic subtleties. For example, one subtle point is that
it is not clear a priori that one may pass to a limit in the variables y and D
simultaneously. We overcome this difficulty by passing to the limits consecutively.
This allows for an application of the standard approximation result in SBVZ by
Cortesani-Toader, cf.[CT99]), but then requires a deeper argument for sets of finite



perimeter in terms of one-sided smooth approximations, cf. Theorem and cp.
[CTZ09, [CTT).

We also mention that we prove that £!(y, D) can be realized as limy,_,o0 & (yx, D)
with yr = y, D = D and L"(D},) = ¢, for any preassigned (positive) sequence ¢,
with ¢, — L£™(D). In particular, if £*(D) = 0 we thus obtain I'-convergence to a
pure Griffith type fracture functional of the form

ace z)) dz v n—l
yH/QW (Vy(a)) d +2/Syw< () dH" T,
cp. |Gri21l [FM98| [AFP00).

In the second part of this paper we further advance the theory of two phase
energy functionals providing a novel analysis of thin films in the membrane limit. In
particular, we focus on thin films with reference configuration Q5 = w x (0, h) C R3
of small ‘membrane heights’ 0 < h < 1 and we provide a novel dimensionally
reduced membrane theory in the limit 2 — 0 for thin films consisting of an elastic
matrix and a soft inclusion. Our result extends the classical work for purely elastic
materials in [LDR95| and for brittle materials in [BFOI, [BFLMO02|. This is achieved
in Theorem (1] where we study the I'-convergence of appropriately renormalized
versions of the functionals

Gn(u, D) = W (V) da + / Y(v(D))dH?,
Qn\D QpNO*D
where D C € is a set of finite perimeter representing the shape of the voids,
u : Q — R3 is a Sobolev map representing the elastic deformation field, W is
a continuous stored energy function and ) is an arbitrary norm, which allows to
model a possibly anisotropic surface energy on 9D N ), depending on the (exte-
rior) normal v(D) to 0*D. We explicitly compute the I'-limit, which is given by
rel

the functional 5 on (a subset of) the space of generalized functions of bounded
variations GSBV (w; R?) of the form

E¥Nu, D) = W§¢(Vu) dz + 2 /

w\D S.NDO
Here Wy and vy are explicit (see equations (1)) and (I2) at page [[6) and Wy is
the quasiconvex envelope of Wy. (1 turns out to be automatically BV elliptic.)
Moreover we obtain the recovery sequence subject to volume constraints on the
voids. For certain norms v one has that 1y(v) = 1 (v,0) for every v € R?, which
leads to consider cylindrical shapes of voids in the recovery sequence. However,
the general case poses some additional difficulties in the construction of recovery
sequences and one finds that a crack in the limiting 2d model might typically be
induced from non-cylindrical voids in the parent 3d model whose outer boundary
normal has a nontrivial and non-constant out-of-plane component.

Volv(u)) dHY + / Go(u(D)) M.

wNo* D

2 Functions of bounded variation

We collect here the notation and some basic material on generalized functions of
bounded variation and sets of finite perimeter. For an exhaustive treatment of this
subject we refer to [AFP00]. We fix a norm ¢ on R™ and write | -| for the Euclidean
norm. The dual norm of v is denoted

¥°(u) = max{{u,v) : ¥(v) < 1} for u € R™.
Let Q C R™ be an open bounded set, u : 8 — R™ a Borel function and x € Q. We
say that a € R™ is the approxzimate limit of u at x if

ll)i\r‘% p "L ({z" € By(z) : [u(a’) —al > €}) =0



for each € > 0, in which case we write 4(x) for a. If this limit does not exist we say
that x belongs to the approximate discontinuity set Suﬁ For every x € Q\ S, we
say that A € R™*" is the approximate differential of u at x € Q if

lim p"£” ({a' € By(a) : [ula’) — (@) = Ala’ = 2)] > ela’ = al}) = 0

for each £ > 0. In this case we write Vu(z) for A.

We say that a Borel subset S C R" is countably H" !-rectifiable if there are
at most countably many C' hypersurfaces of dimension n — 1 in § that cover S,
up to an H" ! negligible set. If moreover H" 1(S) < oo then we say that S is
H" L rectifiable.

A function v € L' (£;R™) is said to lie in the space BV (€;R™) of functions of
bounded variation if its distributional derivative Du is a finite R™*"-valued Radon
measure. The total variation of v with respect to the Euclidean norm is denoted by
|Du|. We also need to consider the anisotropic total variation (Du) of Du with
respect to ¢ for a function v € BV(): this is the Radon measure 1(Du) on
given by

D
$(Du)(B) = / w(—”) d|Du| for B C Q Borel,
B [ Dul
where % is the |Dul|-measurable function satisfying Du = %|Du|. Setting

Y(Du) = +oo for u € LY(Q)\ BV(Q), it follows from the Reshetnyak lower
semicontinuity theorem [AFP00, Theorem 2.38] that the function u — 1(Du)(U)
is lower semicontinuous in the L!(U) topology for any open subset U of Q. If
u € BV (£;R™), the approximate discontinuity set S, is a countably H"~! rectifi-
able set. The Lebesgue decomposition of Du turns out to be Du = Vul™ + D%u
with Vu € L*(£; R™*") and singular part D*u. If moreover D*u is concentrated on
Su, we speak of a special function of bounded variation and write u € SBV(2; R™).
If w e SBV(QY;R™) for all ' CC Q, we write u € SBVo.(; R™).

A function u : Q — R™ is a generalized function of bounded variation, write
u € GSBV (;R™), whenever ¢ ou € SBVc(2;R™) for every p € C1(R™) with
spt Voo CC R™. If m = 1 this is equivalent to u™ = (u A M)V (-=M) € SBV(Q)
for every M > 0. Moreover, for 1 < p,q¢ < oo we define (G)SBVP(Q;R™) as
the space of functions u € (G)SBV(Q;R™) for which Vu € LP(Q;R™*") and
H"1(S,) < oo and set (G)SBVFP(;R™) = (G)SBVP(Q;R™) N LY R™). In
[DMFTO05, Prop. 2.3| it has been noted that GSBVP(Q; R™) is a vector space and
that u = (u1,...,un) belongs to GSBVP(;R™) if and only if u; € GSBVP(Q)
for all 7 and that, as a consequence, the scalar results in [AFP00, Sect. 4.5] apply
to show that for u € GSBVP(Q;R™) still S,, is an H"~! rectifiable set. If we fix
an approximate unit normal vector field v of S, then H"! a.e. point z € S, is an
approximate jump point of u in the sense that there are distinct u¥(z),u™ (z) € R™
such that

li\r‘% p "L ({2’ € By(x) N HF : |u(z’) — u*(z)| >e}) =0

P

for each € > 0, where H* = {2/ € Q : £(2/ — x) - v(x) > 0}. With little abuse
of notation we denote each vector field v as above with v(u); notice that the triple

(v(u)(z),u™ (x),u"(x)) is uniquely determined up to a sign and a permutation.
Setting u = (ul!, ..., ull) one has S, = (J,;~ Sun and

Vu; = VuM L™ ae. on {|u] < M}

3A caveat on notation: The set S, is called weak approximate discontinuity set and denoted

Sy in [AEP00].



for i = 1,...,m. The existence of one-sided traces u* is guaranteed on any

countably H"~! rectifiable set oriented by some normal field. We also note that
GSBV2 (Q;R™) = SBV2(Q;R™) and that S, is the complement of the set of
Lebesgue points of u if w € L>=(Q; R™).
If E C R" is a Borel subset then its measure theoretic interior E', exterior E°

and boundary 0* E are given by

E'={zeR": y{%p "L"(By(z) \ E) = 0},

E'={zcR": gi\r})p "L™(B,(z) N E) =0},

O*E =R"\ (E' UE"),

which are easily seen to be Borel subsets. If £ C 2 is a Borel set, then we say that
E is a set of finite perimeter in € if and only if X € BV(Q2). The total variation
measure of DX satisfies |DXg| = H" 1L(QNI*E). Since Sx, = 0*ENQ, we have
Xg € SBV(Q) and we set v(E) = %. We write F(£2) to denote the collection of
sets E C 2 of finite perimeter in 2. Moreover if E € F(Q) we notice that ¢¥(DXg)
is the anisotropic surface measure on 0*E with density ¢(v(E)), i.e.,

Y(DXg) = Y(v(E)H" ' LO*E.
We recall from [GralQ] the following anisotropic version of coarea formula for BV
functions: if u € BV (£2), then
—+o0
¢ (Du)(B) = P(DXquzey)(B) dt (1)

for each Borel subset B C €.
We proceed to state the relevant compactness and lower semicontinuity re-
sults. The basic compactness theorem in (G)SBV? of Ambrosio is the following,

cf. [Amb90, [Amb95, [AFPQ0):

Theorem 2.1. Let Q C R™ be a bounded open set und (ux) C GSBVP(Q;R™) for
p>1andq> 1. Suppose that

k]l Lasrm) + | Vgl Lommxny + H*7H(Su,) < C

for some constant C' > 0. Then there exists a subsequence (not relabeled) and a

u € GSBVP(Q;R™) such that
(i) ux — u L™ a.e. and, in case ¢ > 1, in L1 (Q;R™) (strongly),
(i) Vur — Vu in LP(Q;R™*™) (weakly) and

(iii) liminfg_o H""1(Sy,) > H"1(S,).

For the liminf inequalities we will make use of lower semicontinuity results.
In particular, the lower semicontinuity of the bulk term follows from Kristensen’s
theorem in [Kri99].

Theorem 2.2. Let p > 1. Suppose that f : R™*™ — R is quasiconvex with
—C < f(X) < C|IX|P+C for all X € R™*™ and for some constant C > 0. Suppose
Q C R"™ is a bounded open set and (u) C GSBVF(Q;R™) is such that

I Vurl| L (oirm>ny + H'(Sy,) £C

for some constant C > 0 and ux, — u in L'(Q;R™). Then

liminf | f(Vug)dz > [ f(Vu)dz.
Q

k—oo  Jo



For the surface part we use the following standard result in the SBV setting,
see [AB90! and cf. [AFP00, Theorem 5.22|. We recall that for a
compact set K C R™ a function g : K x K x R™ — [0, 00) is jointly conver, if

9(x,y,v) = sup [(Va(w) = Vi(y)) - V]
heN

for a suitable choice of V}, € C(K;R™), h € N. For later use we remark that in the
isotropic case g(z,y,v) = g(x,y)|v| this amounts to requiring

g(w,y) = sup [Vi(z) — Vi(y)|
heN

for suitable V3, € C(K), h € N, while for functions g(z,y,v) = g(v) only depending
on the crack normal this is equivalent to having ¢g even, positively 1-homogeneous
and convex.

Theorem 2.3. Let p > 1, K C R™ compact and suppose that g : K x K x
R™ — [0,00) is jointly conver with g(x,y,v) > c|v| for a constant ¢ > 0 and all
(x,y) € K2 with x # y and v € R™. Suppose Q C R™ is a bounded open set and
(ug) C SBVP(Q;R™) is such that

Vur|l Lo (rmxny < C and  up € K L™ a.e.

for all k and some constant C > 0 and u — u in L*(Q;R™). Then

1iminf/ g(ui vy, v(ug)) dH ! 2/ g(u® u, v(w)dH"
Suk

k—o0 S

For the basic density result in SBVZ we define the set W(;R™) to be the
space of functions y € SBV(Q; R™) such that

(i) H*H(Sy\ Sy) =0,

(ii) S, N Q is the intersection of ) with a finite union of (n — 1)-dimensional
simplices,

(iii) y € Wk>(Q\ S,;R™) for every k € N.
The following density result is a special case of the main result of [CT99].

Theorem 2.4. Let 2 be a bounded open set with Lipschitz boundary. For every
u € SBVE (Q;R™) there exists a sequence (uy) C W(Q;R™) with

(i) ur — w in LY(Q;R™) and lim supy_, o [|uklco < |[¢]]oo,
(11) Vug — Vu in LP(;R™*™) and Vug(xz) = Vu(x) for L™ a.e. x € Q,
(iii) [s, w(v(up))dH"" = [ @(v(u))dH ",

(iii’) p(v(ug)) - H" LSy, — Y(v(u)) - H" LS, as Radon measures on .

Proof. The existence of a sequence satisfying (i), (ii) and (iii) follows from [CT99]
Theorem 3.1 and Remark 3.2]. This sequence also satisfies (iii’), as can be checked
with the help of the Portmanteau theorem and combining (iii) with the fact that,
due to Theorem [2.3],

lim inf Y(v(ug))dH ™ > / Y(v(u))dH" !
k=oo Js, U S.NU
for every open set U C (. O



While this and related results have been widely used in Gamma convergence
and relaxation results, for the sets in F(£2) will make use of a particular almost
one-sided smooth approximation scheme, that has been rather recently established
in [CTZ09, [CT17|. In the next theorem we summarize all statements on smooth
approximation of sets of finite perimeter needed in the sequel.

Theorem 2.5. Let E C R" be a bounded set of finite perimeter, s > 0 and let
K C R"™ be a Borel set with H" 1(K) < oo. There exists a sequence of open
sets Ej, with smooth boundaries such that for every Radon measure p on R™ with
p < H" Y and each r > 0:

(i) L"(ExAE) — 0,

(ii) $(DXp,)(R™) = ¢(DXg)(R") and ¢(DXg,) = (DXE),

(iii) |u|((E* UO*E)AEL) — 0,

(iv) H" Y (OE, N K) =0 for every k,

(v) {z € B dist(z,R" \ E) >} C U Nysi Bims

(vi) {z € R* \ B dist(x, E) > 1} C Uy NpseR™\ Em),
(vii) {x :dist(z,R" \ E) > s} C E} C {x : dist(z, E) < 2s} for every k.
Proof. We fix a sequence €y, N\, 0, we define uy, = X * 1., with the standard scaled
mollifier 7. and we set F} = {u > t} for t € (0,1). Since up — Xg in L*(Q) and
|Dug|(R™) — |DXE|(R™) (see [AFPOQ, p. 121]), one has that L"(FFAE) — 0 for

all t € (0,1) and
i (D) (") = (DX ) (B")

by the Reshetnyak continuity theorem [AFP00, Theorem 2.39]. Moreover it follows
from the lower semicontinuity of the anisotropic total variation that for every open
set U C R"”

likminfw(DXFtk)(U) > (DXg)(U) forallte (0,1).

At this point we use the coarea formula in (1) and Fatou’s Lemma to obtain

1
$(DXE)(R™) > / lim inf (DX ) (R)

and we combine this inequality with Sard’s Theorem to conclude that for £ a.e.
t € (0,1) the sets F¥ have smooth boundaries for each k > 1 and

lim inf /(DX ) (R") = (DX ) (R").

Passing to a t-dependent subsequence that realizes the liminf as a limit and using
the Portmanteau theorem we also conclude that (DX Ftk) X 4p(DXg) for almost
every t € (0, 1) along that sequence. Since H" (K) < oo, we infer that H" 1 (OF}N
K) = 0 for every kK > 1 and for all but countably many ¢ € (0,1). Moreover
it is proved in Theorem 3.1| that |u|((E' U 0*E)AFF) — 0 for all t €

(0,1/2). Noting that Fy C Fff C Fj forall 0 < s < ¢ < %, we conclude |p|((E* U

8*E)AF_t’“) — 0 for all ¢ € (0,3). In conclusion there exists ¢ € (0, 3) such that
for E), = FF for a suitable choice of indices k& depending on ¢ all the assertions in
(i)-(iv) hold. This choice also guarantees (v) and (vi). For all k sufficiently large

also (vii) holds. O



3 Bulk model and relaxation

Suppose 2 C R" is a bounded open set with Lipschitz boundary and 1 < p < oc.
We associate to y € WHP(; R™) and any set D C 2 of finite perimeter an energy

Ew.D) = [ W(Vy)dx+ / $(v(D)) A",
Q\D Qno*D

In this section we assume that W : R™*" — R is a Borel function which satisfies
the growth condition

dxpP-C<w(x)<C@l+|X|P) (2)

for constants ¢,C > 0 and 1 is an arbitrary norm on R™ for which we can evidently
assume ¢jv| < ¢(v) < C|v| for each v € R™. The quasiconvex envelope WI° of W,
given by
weeeo) =it { [ WO Vela)drip e CRONED}) @)
(0,1

for every X € R™*"™ gee [BDI]| Definition 6.3 and Remark 6.8|, satisfies the same
growth condition.

Our first result identifies the relaxation of £ with respect to L' convergence
of y and Xp. It also allows for volume constraints and provides smooth recovery
sequences. We set

C(Q) ={0}u{ANQ:ACR" open with smooth boundary, H" ' (0AN Q) = 0}.
Theorem 3.1. The (L'-)relazation of €& on GSBVF(;R™) x F(Q) is given by

Eel(y, D) = W(Vy) dx+2/
o\D 5,nDO

w(V(y))dH"*lJr/ Y(w(D))dH .

QNo*D
More precisely, the following two assertions hold.
(i) Whenever (yx) C WIP(Q;R™) and (Dy) C F(Q) are such that yi, — y in

LY R™) and Xp, — Xp in LY(Q) for some y € GSBVY(Q;R™) and D €
F(Q), then one has

lim inf & (yx, Di) > 5ml(ya D),
k— oo

(ii) For each (y,D) € GSBVF(Q;R™) x F(Q) and c1,ca,... € (0,L£"(Q)] with
ck — L™(D) there are (yr) C C®(Q,R™) and (Dy) C C(Q) with yx — y in
LY R™), Xp, — Xp in LY () and L™(Dy) = cx for all k and

lim &(yx, Dy) = £Y(y, D).
k— o0
Remark 3.2. The Lipschitz regularity of the boundary 0f) is needed in the con-

struction of the recovery sequence. The statement in[31J(i) holds for every bounded
open set €.

Remark 3.3. Assume that y € SBVZ(Q;R™) in Theorem [BI[ii). Then we can
choose the recovery sequence (y) so that it additionally satisfies

limsup Jyell = < llyllzoe- (4)
k—o00

In fact, it is easy to check that the recovery sequences constructed in Step 1 and in
Step 2 of the proof of in Theorem BJ(ii) below satisfy the L> bound in ().



Remark 3.4. Cracks outside of D can develop as a result of asymptotically thin
tubular neighborhoods of S, N D whose boundary area is asymptotically twice as
big as the surface area of S, N DY, which explains the factor 2 occuring in the first
surface term in £!(y, D). Indeed, our proof will show that for every energetically
optimal ‘recovery’ sequence (yx,Xp,) — (y,Xp) in L1(£;R™) x L(Q) such that
limg o0 €(yx, Di) = £*(y, D), one has

W(DXp,) = 20(v(y)) - H" 7' L(S, N D) + 4 (DXp)

as Radon measures on ). In fact, as shown in the proof of Theorem BII(i) (see also
Remark B2)) on each open subset U C € we readily obtain

lim inf W (Vyg)dz > Wa(Vy) dz,
k—oco Jo\ Dy, Q\D

liminf ¥(DXp, )(U) > 2 / Y (y)) dH™ + $(DXp)(U).
—00 S,NDONU

Thus,

limsup (DX p, )(2) < limsup E(ug, Dy) — lim inf W (Vyi) dz

k—s o0 k—s o0 k=oo Jo\ Dy,

< &(u,D) — / Wa(Vy) dx
Q\D

! / W(v(y)) dH + (DX p)(Q)
S,NDO

and the conclusion follows from the Portmanteau theorem.

Since £ (y, D) = £reD) (Xa\pYy, D), the following compactness statement com-
plements Theorem [B11

Proposition 3.5. If p,q > 1 and (yx, Dx) C WHP(Q;R™) x F(Q) is a sequence
with

E(Yr, D) + lykllLagmrm) < C
then there is a (y, D) € GSBVP(Q;R™) x F(Q) such that y = Xq\py and, for a

subsequence,
X(Z\Dkyk — XQ\Dy m Ll(Q,Rm) and XDk —Xp n Ll(Q)

We will henceforth denote by ¢,C' > 0 generic, k-independent constants whose
value might change from one occurrence to the next.

Proof. This is a direct consequence of the Compactness Theorem 2T} As (D) C
F(Q) with H*1(Q N 9*Dy) < C/¢ we immediately get a subsequence (not rela-
beled) such that Xp, — Xp in L'(Q) for some D € F(2). Moreover, Xo\p, Yk €
SBVP(Q;R™) and, by the growth condition (2)),

E/Q IV (Xa\p, yx)|? dz + EH"_l(SXQ\Dkyk) + [[Xa\p, Yk | Lao;rm)

< g(yk’ Dk) + ||yk||Lq(Q;Rm) + CLH(Q) < Ov

so that, after passing to a further subsequence (not relabeled), Xo\p,yx — ¥ in
LY(Q;R™) for a y € GSBVP(;R™), and in combination with Xo\p, — Xq\p in
L'(Q2) and thus boundedly in measure, we get that also

Xo\D Yk = Xo\D,, - Xo\D, Yk — Xo\DY
in LY(£2;R™). This proves the claim. O



Remark 3.6. 1. Without any additional bound on y, the control of the energy
alone is not sufficient to guarantee compactness in GSBV as the specimen may
fracture into pieces and mass might escape to infinity. Remarkably, in such a
situation one can still obtain compactness modulo rigid motions subordinate
to a Caccioppoli partition of the domain, cf. [Fril9].

2. In physical applications with a bounded region containing y;(2) one has
lyrll Lo (@irm) < C. The energy bound &(yy, D) < C then leads to a limiting
deformation y € SBVZ (; R™).

Proof of Theorem[31l(i). We can assume supyey € (yx, D) < oo. Let (y,D) €
GSBVF(;R™) x F(Q) and suppose that (yg, Di) C WHP(Q;R™) x F(Q) is such
that yx — y in L'(Q; R™) and Xp, — Xp in L'(Q). Note that Xo\ py € GSBVF (Q; R™)
as for each component (XQ\Dyi)M = XQ\DyZM € SBV(Q) for any truncation pa-
rameter M > 0 and V(Xq\pyi) = Xo\pVyi L ae., i =1,...,n, since L"({|y;| >
M}) —0as M — oo.

By passing to W — W9°(0) we may without loss of generality assume that
Wae(0) = 0. We fix a constant ¢, € R™ such that

H'" ' ({z € 0D yT(x) =c¢y})
+H ! ({:v €S, {y(x),y (z)} > cy}) =0,

where yT denotes the traces of y on Sy, respectively, 9*D and, in particular, y is
the outer trace of y on 8*D. We also define the functions g, € SBVF(;R™) by

Uk = Xa\D,, (Y — ¢y)

so that g — § = Xo\p(y — ¢y) in L*(;R™) and H" (S, \ 9*Dy) = 0. Then

W (Vyi) dz > / WI(Vyy) de

Q\D Q

and for any truncation parameter M > 0

H(DXp,)(Q) > /S oG v(G)) A

Tk

= /S g(@O* @~ v(@")) anr,

where
0 if x =,

g(z,y,v) = q(v) ifx#yand [z]- [y =0,
20(v) ifz#yand |a] - [y] £ 0
and §M denotes the function obtained from g, through a componentwise truncation.
It is not hard to see that g is jointly convex on K x K x R" for any compact subset
K of R™. As, for each fixed M, Syn C Sy, VM| < |Vgk| L™ a.e. and g — M
in L1(£;R™), we infer from Theorem 22 Theorem 2.3 and the monotonicity of the
set family {Sgn : M > 0} that

liminf € (g, Dy) > / W (V) de + / (G5 v(@) aH .

g

10



Finally we observe that

/ We(V) dr + / o(7 5 () dHn?
Q S

g

- / WA (Vy) dz + W(0) L™ (D)
DN

O

We now focus on the construction of the recovery sequence. We start with the
following general fact on the asymptotic behaviour of the area of tubular neighbour-
hoods around certain sufficiently regular Borel sets. For every £ C R™ and r» > 0
we write dp(z) = inf{¢Y°(y — z) : y € E} for x € R",

U (E)={zeR":dp(x) <r}
and note that 0*U,(E) = 0*{z € R" : dg(x) > r} C OU,(E) for every r > 0
and that dg is a Lipschitz function. Combining the anisotropic coarea formula in

(@) with results on the outer Minkowski content, see [LVI6], we prove in the next
Lemma a key estimate for the construction of the recovery sequence.

Lemma 3.7. Suppose E C R™ is a bounded Borel set such that OF is H"™ ' recti-
fiable and there exists ¢ > 0 such that

H" Y B.(x)NOE) > er™* for every x € OF and r € (0,1).
If B C R" is a Borel set with H" 1 (OENJB) =0, then
lim inf ¢ (DXy, (1)) (B)
<2 wpoEpaet s [ swEpaet. @)
BNOENE® BNo*E
Proof. Tt follows from |[LV16, Theorem 4.4] that

o £MU(E)\ B)

r—0 T

=2 / Y(W(OE))dH" ! + Y(w(E))dH" .
OENE°

O E

Moreover if A C R™ is an open set, localizing the proof of the inequality [LVI6,
(4.8)] on A, we infer that

lim inf L ((U(BE)\ E)n A)

r—0 r

=2 / (v(OE)) dH" ! + / Y(v(E))dH 1.
ANOENE® ANO*E

Since the left hand side of this inequality defines a family of Radon measures p,- and
the right hand side a Radon measure p, we infer from the Portmanteau theorem
that u, weakly™ converges to p and, noting that p(0B) = 0, we conclude

o £ (U(B) \ E) 0 B)

im

r—0 r

N 2/BmaEmE0w(V(aE)) dr™ +/Bma*Ew(V(E)) dH" = (6)

11



We noticd] that ¥(Vég(z)) =1 for L™ a.e. x € R™\ E. Therefore we can use the
anisotropic coarea formula in ({l) with dz and (U,.(E) \ E) N B to compute

LM (U (E)\E)NB) _ l/ W(Vog)dx
r T J(.(E)\E)nB
- %/0 (DX, (m))(B) dt
1
[0

We infer from Fatou’s Lemma that

1

and consequently there exists ¢y € (0,1) such that

lliri}glfw(DxUtor(E))(B) < C/. [l

Remark 3.8. The condition H" 1 (OFE) < oo is not necessary. It is enough to assume
that OF is countably H"~! rectifiable and there exists ¢ > 0 and a Radon measure
n on R™ absolutely continuous with respect to H"~! such that n(B,(z)) > cr"?
for every x € OF and r € (0, 1); see [LV16, Theorem 4.4 and Remark 4.2].

For easy reference we also state the following well known relaxation result for
W which directly follows from [Dac08, Theorem 9.1| by using (B]) instead of [Dac08|
Theorem 6.9] in the proof of that theorem.

Lemma 3.9. Let U C R" be an arbitrary open set and p < q < co. For every
u € WHa(U,R™) there exists a sequence g, € C°(U,R™) such that pr, — 0 in
LYU,R™) and

lim | W(V(u+¢k))de = /U W9 (Vu) de.

k— o0 U

Proof of Theorem [31)(7i). We proceed in consecutive steps.

Step 1. Firstly we treat the case y € W(Q;R™) (see Theorem 24) and D €
C(Q), where D = ANQ with A C R™ open with smooth boundary such that
HH(OANON) = 0. Suppose that 0 < ¢ < L7(Q) with limg o cx = L*(D). We
define E = AUS, and we notice that E® = R"\ A, 9*E = 0A and OF = JAU(S,\ 4)
and H""1(OE N 0N) = 0. In particular it follows from Lemma [3.7] that there exists
a positive sequence 7, — 0 such that

. O /
Jm (DX, (1) (@) < ¢

with [o5p V(W(A))dH" 1 + 2fsy\ﬁ P(v(y))dH L :=¢. If D = (), then we need
to select a further subsequence (not relabeled) of (1) such that n; < ¢,. Notice
that Xy, (m) = Xp in L*(R™). Approximating the sets Uy, (F) with smooth sets
by means of Theorem 2] we find a sequence (E}) of open sets in R™ with smooth

4Evidently it holds |6g(z) — §p(y)| < ¥°(x —y) for all z,y € R™, whence we deduce that
(Vég(x),v) < 1if §g is differentiable at € R™ and °(v) = 1. Moreover if §p is differentiable
at ¢ € R"\ E and a € E with ¥°(z — a) = §g(x), then §p(x + t(a — x)) = dp(x) — tép(x) and,
differentiating this equality in ¢ = 0, we obtain (Vég(x),z — a) = dg(z). Therefore we conclude
that ¢(Vég(x)) = 1 for L™ a.e. x € R* \ E.
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boundaries such that H"~1(0E, N 9Q) = 0 for every k > 1, Xg, — Xg in L*(R"),
Uﬁk/2(E) C Fi. C Ugnk/g(E) and

klggo ¢(DXEg,)(Q) <. (7)
It follows that
LM(EyNQ)=L"(D)+ O(ng). (8)

Now, if D # Q, fix 19 € Q\ E and, if D # 0, yo € D. Then, noting that
L"(EyNQ) —cp — 0, we set

Ey = (Ex U By, (20)) \ By, (y0)
with null sequences o, 7 > 0 such that B,, (zo) C Q\ E, Ba,, (yo) C D and
LME,NQ) —cp = LY(By)1 — L"(By)oy,  for all k sufficiently large.

If D = () this choice is possible with 7, = 0 (and By, (yo) = 0) for every k as in this
case L™ (ErNQ)—cr = O(ng)—cx by @) and 1, < cx. In case D = Q we understand
that By, (29) = 0 and use that ¢; < £"(R2) by assumption. The modified sets E,
still satisfy

lim 4(DXg,) @) < ¢ o)
by @) and Xz — Xg in L'(R") with

LYEL,NQ) = LYELNQ) + anopy — anTit =

for k sufficiently large enough, as then By, (z9) N Ex = 0 and By, (yo) C Ej.
Since y € WH(Q\ S, R™) for every [ > 1, we can apply the relaxation result
in Lemma to find a sequence ¢y € C°(R™;R™) such that sptpr C Q\ Eg,

|‘@k||Lw(sz\?k,Rm) < % and

_ WV +er)de < [ WI(Vy)da + %
O\ Ex Q\ Ex
For each k > 1 we select cut-off functions 0, € C*°(R"™) such that 0 < 6, < 1,
0, =1 on Q\ Ej, 6 = 0 on a neighbourhood of J, and X{g, <13 — 0 in L*(R") as
k — oo. We define g, = 0x(y + ¢x) and we notice that g € WH>(Q,R™) for every
[>1, g, —yin L1(Q) and

1
W (V) dr < W9 (Vy)de + —.

Using Stein’s extension theorem we obtain that g, € C°°(Q, R™); see [Ste70, The-
orem 5 in Chap. VI]. Choosing yi = Uk, where ( € C*°(R™) is a cut-off function
with 0 < ¢ <1 on R” and {;; = 0 on B, (yo) and { = 1 on R™ \ Bz, (yo), and
also using ([2) and (®]), we obtain

- W(Vyg)de < W (Vi) dz + Coy + L™ (Br, (y0))W(0)
Q\ By, Q\Ex

1
< W(Vy) dx + 7 T Clow+m) + L"(Br, (y0))W(0),
o\D
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while still 4, — y in L'(Q;R™). Combining with @) and setting Dy = Ex N Q we
find that indeed
limsup &(yx, Dy) < £y, D),
k— 00

which concludes the proof of Step 1.

Step 2. Next we consider (y, D) € GSBVF(;R™) x C(Q), say D = ANQ with a
bounded set A with smooth boundary such that H"~1(9A N 9Q) = 0.

We notice that for the functions y* = (yF,...,y*) with cut-off components
one has y* € SBVZ(Q;R™), y* — y in L}(Q;R™) and, according to Section 2
Sy = Uiy Sy, where the family k — S, is increasing, and Vy*(z) — Vy(z) for
L™ ae. z € , where [W9(VyF)| < C|Vy*|P + C < C|Vy|P + C € L(Q;R™*")
due to ([@). By monotone and dominated convergence we infer that

lim £(y*, D) = £(y, D).

k— o0
Therefore we can assume y € SBVE (;R™) and in view of Step 1, by invoking a
diagonal sequence argument, it is now sufficient to provide a sequence (yx, Dg) C
W(Q; R™)xC(Q) such that (yx, Xp, ) — (y,Xp) in L (;R™)x L1 (Q) with £™(Dy) =
L"(D) for each k > 1 and

limsupgml(yk,Dk) < Eml(y,D). (10)

k— o0

We choose approximations y, — y in L'(Q;R™) as in Theorem 24 If D = ()
we immediately obtain ([0) with Dy = D = (. In case D # (), arguing as in
Step 1 with the help of Lemma 3.7 and Theorem we find a positive sequence
N, — 0 and a sequence (Ay) of open subsets of R™ with smooth boundaries such
that 'Hnil(aAk NoN) =0 for every k > 1, Xa, = Xain Ll(R"), Unk/Q(A> C A, C
U3"7k/2 (A) and o

lim (DX, )(R2) < (DXa)(Q).

k—o0

We choose yo € D and 73; > 0 so that a,, 7} = L ((Ar N Q) \ D). We set

Dy = (A )\ Br,, (yo)-

Note that B, (yo) C D if k is large enough and then £"(Dy) = L™(D). We have

lim lim W(Vyp)de = lim We€(Vy)de = W(Vy) da
k=00 h—oo Jou p, k—oo Jo\ Dy, Q\D

by Theorem 24(ii) and the dominated convergence theorem; moreover

lim sup lim sup/ Y(v(yn)) dH" ! < limsup lim sup/ Y(v(yn)) dH™ !
Syh \D_k Syh \Dk

k—o00 h—o0 k—o00 h—o0

< Tim sup /S R COL / B(u(y)) M

k—o00 Sy\ﬁ

by Theorem 2.4Jiii’) and dominated convergence as Xp, (x) — X5 (z) for all x €
O\ {yo}. We conclude that

lim sup lim sup £ (yp,, D) < £*(y, D),

k—o00 h—o0

whence we can easily obtain the sequence satistying (I0).
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Step 3. In this crucial step we consider the case (y, D) € GSBVF(Q;R™) x F(Q)
such that both D and Q\ D have nonempty interior. We have to provide a sequence
Dy, € C(Q) with L™"(Dy) = L™(D) such that

lim £y, Dy) = £y, D).
k— o0
To this end, we first extend the set D to a set ¥ with £ N = D in such
a way that H"1(0*E N 9Q) = 0 following the procedure outlined in [AFP00Q,
Remark 3.43]: since € is a Lipschitz domain, the function Xp can be extended to
a mapping f € BV (R™) with compact support such that |Df[(92) = 0. We note
that for a.e. choice of s € (0,1) the set Fy, = {x € R™ : f(x) > s} is of finite
perimeter and satisfies H"~1(9* Fs; N 9Q) = |DXF,|(0Q) = 0 by the coarea formula
|Df(0) = [T |DXF,|(09)ds. Fixing such an s we set E = Fi.
We then choose an approximating sequence Ej for E as in Theorem such
that H"~1(OE, N ON) = 0 for every k € N. We fix zg € int(Q\ D), yo € int D and
set p = min{dist(zg, (R™ \ Q) U E), dist(yo, R" \ D)} and

Dy = ((Bx NQ) U By, (20)) \ Bry () € C(Q),

where 0 < oy, 7% < p/2 with o, — 0, 7, — 0 are chosen such that o, (o} — 77') =
L"(D)— L™(E,NQ) for large k. Since By, (x0) NEr = 0 and By, (yo) C Er NS for k
sufficiently large by Theorem 2.5](v)-(vi), this in particular yields £"(Dy) = L™(D)
for all k large enough.

By Theorem [Z5(i) and dominated convergence we have

lim W(Vy)dx = W9(Vy) dz.
k—=oo Jo\ D, Q\D

Since H""H(O*E N 9N) = 0, then ¢(DXg)(92) = 0 and from Theorem Z5|ii) we
get
Jim (DX, )(©) = (DY) ().

For the remaining term we apply Theorem E5{iii) with p = [ | ¥ (v(y))dH" !
to get !

/ ) a0,
SyN[(D'Ud*D)ADy]

Using DY N Q = Q\ Dy and H"1(Q\ (D' U9*D U D)) = 0, we thus obtain
/ b((y)) dHm T = / P(u(y)) dH T — /  wly)dH
SyNDY Sy SyNDy,
- / P(u(y)) dH T — / b((y)) AH + ofk)
s, S,N(D1U* D)

- / B(r(y)) dH + o(k)
S,NDO

as k — oo.

Step 4. For the general case (y, D) € GSBVF(;R™) x F(Q) it is now sufficient
to provide a sequence (Dy) C F(2) such that L£L"(Dy) = L"(D), int Dy # 0,
int(Q\ Dg) # () and

lim £*Y(y, Dy) = £y, D).

k—o00

Note that by Step 1 we may assume without loss of generality 0 < L™(D) < L"(€2).
Fix 9 € DN Q and yo € D' and notice that

L™"(By(xo)\ D) >0 and L"(B,(yo) D) >0
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for all p > 0. Therefore we can choose two sequences o ~\, 0 and 7, \, 0 such that
£ (B(Tk (o) \ D) =L" (Bm (o) N D)

and define

Dy, = (DU By, (0)) \ Br,(y0)-
These sets evidently satisfy Dy € F(Q) with £"(Dy) = L£"(D) for large k. More-

over, we have

lim £y, Dy) = £ (y, D). O

k—o00

4 Membrane limits

In this section we fix p > 1, w C R? a bounded open set with Lipschitz boundary
and set Qp = w x (0,h;) C R? for a sequence of ‘membrane heights’ hy, > 0 with
hi — 0. Also set Q = w x (0,1). To simplify the notation we make the following
identifications:

GSBV?(w;R?) = {u € GSBVP(Q;R?) : d3u = 0, vs(u) = 0},
Flw) = {D e F(Q):v3(D) = O}.
Our goal is to analyse the asymptotic behaviour of the energy
Gi : WHP (i R®) x F(Q) — R

given by
Gr(u, D) = W (V) dz + / Y(w(D))dH?
Qk\D QrNo*D

for (u, D) € WhP(Qx; R3?) x F()). The function W : R3*3 — R is a continuous
function and 1) is an arbitrary norm on R3. We assume that they both satisfy the
growth assumptions of the previous section. To set the problem in the fixed domain
Q we apply the usual rescaling Q, > (2/,23) — (2, h; 'z3) € Q. (We use a prime
to denote the first two columns or entries of a matrix, respectively, vector and in
particular write Vu = (V'u, 03u).) We then consider the rescaled functional

Ep : WHP(OR3) x F(Q) = R

given by

Er(u, D) = /Q\D W (V'u, hy, ' 0su) d:c—i—/ ¥ (V' (D), hy 'v3(D)) dH?

QNo*D
for (u, D) € WhP(Q; R3) x F(Q).
We define the ‘membrane functional’ & : WP (w; R3) x F(w) — R by

Eo(u, D) = Wo(V'u)da’ + / o(V (D)) dH!

w\D wNd* D
for all (u, D) € WhP(w; R3) x F(w), where
Wo(¢') =inf {W(¢',&) : & € R®} for all ¢ € R¥*? (11)
and

Yo(v") = inf{y(v',v3) : v3 € R} for all v’ € R2. (12)
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The relaxation of & is given by the functional & : GSBV] (w; R?) x F(w) — R

)

& (u, ):/ W(?C(V’u)dx—i—Q/
w\D

S.NDO

@ @)+ [ (D).

We remark that Wy and thus also W satisfy the same growth condition () as
W (with X replaced by X' € R3*2). Moreover vy is a norm on R? with ¢[v/| <
Po(v') < C'| for each v’ € R2. Our main theorem for membranes is the following
['(L')-convergence result with possible volume constraints.

Theorem 4.1. The functionals & T'(L')-converge to EX, in fact:

(i) whenever (ug) C WHP(Q;R3) and (Di) C F(Q) are such that uy — u in
LY R3) and Xp, — Xp in L1 (Q) for some u € GSBVF (w;R™) and D €
F(w), then one has

liminf & (ug, Dy.) > E5(u, D),
k—o00

(ii) for each (u,D) € GSBVY(w;R*) x F(w) and c1,ca,... € (0,L*(w)] with
ck — L2(D) there are (ux) C C°(Q;R3) and (Dg) C C(Q) with ur, — u
in L'(Q;R3), Xp, — Xpx(0,1) in LY(Q) and L3(Dy) = cx for all k € N and

lim &C(uk, Dk) = géel(u, D)
k— o0

As for the bulk model, firstly we notice the following compactness property,
which essentially follows from Proposition

Proposition 4.2. If ¢ > 1 and (uy, D) C WHP(Q;R3) x F(Q) is a sequence with
Ek(uks Di) + [JukllLaars) < C,

then there exists (u, D) € GSBVP(w;R?) x F(w) such that u = Xq\pu and , for a
subsequence,

XQ\Dkuk — XQ\DU m LI(Q;Rg) and XDk — Xp 1n Ll(Q)

Remark 4.3. Both in Theorem E.1] and in Proposition suitable loading terms
can be included, e.g., given by some ¢ € L? (Q;R3), p’ = p/(p — 1), acting on the
elastic part of the body. Setting

L: WP (Q;R?) x F(Q) = R, L(u,D):/ - ud,
O\D

L:GSBVP(w;R?) x F(w) =R, L(u,D)= / 0-uda,
w\D

where /(z fo a’,x3) das, a standard argument shows that for a sequence of
almost minimizers (uk, Dy,) of & + L with uniformly bounded ||ug za(o;rs) one has
Xo\p,uk — u in LY(Q;R3) and Xp, — Xp in LY(Q) for a minimizer (u, D) of
5rcl 4+ L.

Proof of Proposition [[-3 Since W (X', h; ' X3) > e|(X',h, ' X3)[P — C > elX|P - C
and (v, h;ll/g) > (v, h;ll/g)| > ¢, proceeding as in the proof of Proposition [3.5]
we immediately obtain a subsequence (not relabeled) such that Xp, — Xp in L(Q)
and Xo\p,ur — w in L*(;R?) for some v € GSBVF(;R?) and D € F(Q) with
u = XQ\DU.
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It remains to show that v3(D) = 0, O3u = 0 and v3(u) = 0. Applying Theorem
we infer that for every M > 0

ME/ lus(D)|dH? < c/ |(v/(D), Mvs(D))| dH?
QNo*D QNo*D

< clim inf/ |(V/(Dk), Muvs3(Dy))| dH?
QNo* Dy,

k— o0

< ¢liminf |(V/ (D), by, 'vs(Dy))| dH?
k—o00 Qﬂa*Dk

< liminf & (uk, Di) < C
k—o00

and, setting vy = Xq\p,ur and denoting by v,iw its componentwise truncation,
likewise

ME/ |V3(uM)| dH? < Eliminf/ |(V/(1)]]C\4),MI/3(UII€V[))| dH?
Sym Sy M

k—o00

< éliminf |(v/(Dy), Mvs(Dy))| dH? < C.
k— o0 Qﬂa*Dk

Similarly, Theorem gives
Mpé/ |O3ulP da: < Eliminf/ |(V'vg, MOsvy,) [P da
< lim inf & (ux, Dy) + cL"(Q) <.
— 00
The desired conclusion follows by sending M to oco. [l

We now prove the lower bound in Theorem (.11

Proof of Theorem [{1)(i). We may assume supycy Ex(ur, D) < 0o. For nn > 0 we
define the auxiliary bulk functionals £ : W1P(Q;R?) x F(Q) — R by

D)= [ WpTude+ [ ) ar,
Q\D Qno*D

where Wi'(X) = Wo(X') + n| X3P and 9 (v) = 1o (v") 4+ n|vs|, so that

lim inf & (uk, Di) > liminf &) (ug, Dy,) (13)
k—o0 k—o0

— nlim sup (/ |O5u|P da +/ |v3(Dy)] d’H2).
k—o00 O\ Dy, QNd* Dy

Noting that (Wy)a¢(X) > (W{)4(X) = Wg(X’) for every X € R¥*3 we infer from
Theorem BII(i) that for every n > 0

. rel re
lim inf £ (ur, Di) > (£5)" (u, D) 2 &' (u, D).
Since &|(V'ug, hy, '03uk)[P — C < W (V'ug, hy, 'd3uy) it follows

¢lim sup/ |O3uy|? dz < limsup A} (& (ug, D) + CL™(Q)) = 0.
O\ Dy k— 00

k—o00

Analogously
¢lim sup/ lv3(Dy)|dH? < limsup hpE (ug, Di) = 0,
k—o0 QNO* Dy, k—o00

and the assertion follows from (I3). O

18



Proof of Theorem[f.)(i1). We proceed in two steps: Step 1 provides a key auxiliary
statement that can be used together with Theorem BJ(ii) and a standard diagonal
sequence argument to construct the recovery sequence.

Step 1. Suppose (u, D) € C°°(w; R3) xC(w), c1, ca, ... € (0, L3(w)] with ¢, — L2(D)
and € > 0. In particular, there exists a bounded open set A C R? with smooth
boundary such that D = ANw and H*(OA N Ow) = 0. We prove that there exists
a sequence (ug, Di) € C>(Q;R?) x C(Q) such that £3(Dy) = ¢ for each k > 1,
ur — u in LYQ;R3), Xp, — Xpx(0,1) in LY(Q) and

lim sup & (ug, Dy) < Eo(u, D) + &.

k— o0

Let I'y,..., 'y be the connected components of A and notice that they are
simple smooth curves in R2. For each i € {1,..., N} we choose a parametrization
;i : [0,1] = R? of T'; by arclength and we define 7; : [0,1;] — R? to be the exterior
unit-normal of A along I';. A standard measurable selection criterion [ET76, The-
orem 1.2 in Chap. VIII] in combination with the lower bound vy > ¢| - | allows us
to choose a function v; € L>°([0,1;]) such that

Yo(ni(t)) = ¥(n:i(t), v (1)) for every t € [0,1;].

Approximating the function v; by smooth functions and employing the dominated
convergence theorem, we can find a smooth function ¢; : [0,;] — R so that the

derivatives of ¢; satisfy (bgm)(O) = gbz(-m) (1;) for every m > 0 and

/Iw(m(t),abi(t))dt < /11/10(771-(t))dt+ %

for every measurable set I C [0,1;]. We consider the ruled surfaces ¢; 5 : [0,1;] X
(0,1) = R? and ¢; : [0,1;] x (0,1) — R3 of the form

Pik(tss) = (vi(t) — shxdi(t)ni(t),s) and  @i(t,s) = (7i(t), s)

and we denote with S; ;, and S; their images. One immediately checks that ¢; , —
i, Owpir — (74,0) and Iz, — (0,1) uniformly in [0,7;] x (0,1) as & — oc;
moreover De; i (t, s) is injective for every (¢,s) € [0,1;] x (0,1) and for every k > 1
so that h < W Since 7; is parametrized by arclength, we notice that
(t2)ni(t2) — di(t)ni(t
;= sup{|¢z( 2)ni(t2) — ¢i(t)n:(t1)]
[7i(t2) — 7i(t1)]
and we conclude that ¢; x|[0,1;) x (0, 1) is injective for every k > 1 so that ' > ¢;.
Consequently there exists k; > 1 such that for every k > k; the set S; is an
embedded smooth hypersurface in R?® and the vector

shi@(t)
1 — shyai(t)(m;(t) - 7i(t))

is normal to S, at ¢; k(t,s). We set kg =sup{k; :i=1,...,N} and

e shigi(t)
ikl $) = T S D D)

We can now easily find a sequence {Ay, : k > ko} of open subsets of R? x (0, 1) such
that 8Ak N (RQ X (O, 1)) = Uzj\il Si,k and XAk — XAX(O,I) in Ll(R2 X (O, 1)) Noting

ha
et (1a(1), b (1)) + A1, ) 4(1),0)
\/1 + Nik(t,s)? + higbi(t)Q

20§t1<t2<li}<00

(7(t),0)

(ni(t), hei(t)) +

v(Ak)(#ik(t,5)) =
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for every (t,s) € [0,1;] x (0,1) and

[ w g wan) ane
QNOAy

N
= Z/l( Oupieldy 5) A a“"“’““’s)'y[(ni(t) + ik (t 8)7)(1), i(8))] dt ds,
i=1"%ik

“onsi) VI+ Xkt $)? + hEdi(t)

we deduce from the dominated convergence theorem that

lim V(' (Ar), by, "vs(Ag)) dH?
k=oo Jonaa,

I
] =

/ P(ni(t), pi(t)) dt ds
1 o7 (Tix(0,1))NQ)

~.
Il

] =

€
/ () deds + 5
i=1 7% (8iN%)

YoV (A)) dH! + g

I
£~

S

no

where we have used #'(9A N dw) = 0 in the first equality.
We choose z(, € w\ D and yj € D and we select two nonnegative sequences
or N\ 0 and 7, \, 0 and an integer k{ > ko such that

By = ng (wg) X (0, 1) C Q\A_k, Ck = BTk (y()) X (0, 1) C Ak

and
cr — L3(A N Q) = a0} — agti = L3(By) — L3(Cy)

for all k > k{. Notice that if D = () then A, = 0 for every k > 1 and we only select
a2 and oy; if D = w then Ay NQ =w x (0,1) for every k > 1 and we only select y,
and 75,. For each k > k{, we define

Dy = ((Ak nQ) UB;C) \ Cr € C(Q)

and notice that £3(Dy) = cx, Xp, — Xpx(0,1) in L'(Q) and

lim w(u’(Dk),h,glug(Dk))de/ wo(u'(A))dH1+f. (14)
k—=oo JonaD, WwNOA 2

Following [LDR95| we observe that the measurable selection criterion [ET76, Theo-
rem 1.2 in Chap. VIII] in combination with the lower bound in () and the density
of C2°(w\ D;R?) in LP(w\ D;R?) allows us to choose w € C2°(w\ D; R?) such that

/ W(V'u,e3 +w)dr’ < Wo(V'u)dz’ + % (15)
w\D w\D

We define the functions uj, € C*°(;R?) by
up(r', 23) = u(x") + z3hg(es +w(z'))

for all (2/,x3) € wx R and for all k > k{, and notice that u — u in L' (;R?). Since
W' is continuous, with the help of the dominated convergence theorem we infer

lim W (V'u ('), hy, ' Osup(z’))dz = / W(V'u(z'), e3 +w(z')) da’.
k—oo Jo\ Dy, w\D
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Combining with (I4) and ([IH]) we get

lim sup & (uk, Di) < Eo(u, D) + ¢,

k— o0

which concludes Step 1.
Step 2. Here we prove Theorem EEI|(ii). Let (u, D) € GSBVP(w;R3) x F(w) and
c1,¢2,... € (0,00) with ¢y — L2(D). Firstly we use Theorem [BIii) to find a
sequence (ug, Di) C C°°(w;R3) x C(w) such that £2(Dy) = £L%(D) for each k > 1,
ur — u in LY(w;R?), Xp, — Xp in L' (w) and
lim sup & (ug, Dy) < ' (u, D).
k—o00
Then for each £ > 1 we use Step 1 to find a sequence (ugf), D,(f)) € C= (O R3)xC()
such that L?’(D,(f)) = ¢y, for each h > 1, ugf) — up in LN R?), X oy = Xp,x(0,1)
h
in L'(Q) and
1
lim sup &, (ugk), D,(Lk)) < &o(ug, Di) + —.

h—o00 k
At this point a diagonal sequence argument completes the proof. O
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